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OpentMURinAR07-08;

Find leason to believe tfaitCiaig Romero for Co^
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Romero fat Congreu, Inc., dtted October 23, 2007;
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Report of the
Audit Division on
Craig Romero fin: Congress, Inc.
March 22,2004-December 31.2004

Why the Audit
Was Done
Rodent tew permits the
Commission to conduct
audits and field
investigations of any
political committee that
ia required to file

with the Hmltations,
pioUbitions and

equirements
of the Act

Fuluie Action
The Commission may

with napact to any of .
A^fe^ ^^kMfll^^^^B ^UtttfMttAM^Ml •••DIB UHBB*W UMBUBBOO HI

this report.

About the (p. 2)
Grig Romero for Congress, Inc. (CRQ is the principal
campeicn commitiBe for Cndg Roman. Republican candUatt
for the UA House of Rfl lives from the state of

d Activity (p. 2)

Campaign Act (the
Act)* The Cofinif ttiffn
generally conducts such
audits when a
committee appears not
to have met the
threshold requirements
for substantial
compliance wioi me
Act1 Tte audit
determines whether the

nittee complied Findings

Louisiana. I^morehtfoonstion,seethe<4iaifonQmq)aign

$946354
15,743
70,000
2350

$1/04^47

$912,224
69,606
45JOOO

$1,026,830

o IndivWotU
o Other Politick Connnitlees
o Loan fa
o OtherReceipts
o

o Operating Bxpendituces

o Loan Repayments
o

CP-3)
• Receipt ofPtoWbitedContribi«k)i»(Hiidttng 1)
• Rece^ of Excessive Ocfl(ribulions(Flndnig 2)
• Failure to Maintain Receipt Documematicfi (Abiding 3)
• Failure to Disckise Occupation and Name of finv^yor

(Pmdlng4)
^

'2UAC|43Kb).
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Parti
Background
Authority for Audit
TUi report it bated on an audit of Gndg Romero for Ooo|mi(Incn undertaken by (he
Audit Division of the Federal Election OooiiiiiHlon(^Coinmiriaii)inKoonlneew^
the FodenUBfetic* Campaign Act rf 197 l.us^ The Audit Division
conducted the iuditpurroiiit to 2 U£.̂
conflict audits and fieU in vestigBtkms of u^
report under 2 U.S.C. §434. Priv to ocMiductmg any aiidU under tnUsubMc^ion. the
CoBunltiioo rouat perfuiin an imBtaal review of upolti filed by JBlaciBd ooiHinlttBDi to

ineiftherepomflledbyapaitlcularooainittBeii^
for suUtandalcompaancc with the Act 2U .̂C.§438(b).

Scope of Audit
Tnia audit examines:
1. The receipt of excessive contributions and loans.
2. The leceipt of cotitribqtMns from prohibited
3.
4. The disdoiiire of diibunenients, debts and obligation
5. The consistency between reported figunw and bia
6. ThecoinpletBnessof wconls.
7. <Xher coanmittee operations necessary to the review



Partn
Overview of Campaign

Campaign Organization

• AndftGovonge

• TVoaturer When Audit Wai Conducted
• Tppaturer During Period Covered by Audit

Uaod Commonly Available Campaifn
Management Software Package

• Who Handled Accounting and

April 8,2004
March 22,2004-December 31,2004

Baton Rouge, LA

JeffLandry

No

Yet

Overview of Financial Activity
(Audited Amounts)

' io
o Individual!
o Other PoHtici] Conualtteei

otal

Loan from QndMati

Refund of Cootdbuttpnt

15.743
TOjOOO
23SO

912324
69.606
45.000

§417



Part in

Findings and Recommendations
Finding 1. Receipt off Prohibited Contributions
CRC received contributions from United liability companies (LLCs) and apparent
raqmnte entities totaling $63.193. C^Crefuwied $30^03 of the contrib^on^ leaving
$32,292 in unreeolvedapparemprdiibitedcoittibutions. TbeAudh staff recommended
that CRC provide documentation demonstn^ the contributfcos wore not from
prohibited mooes or rerand $32,292 ad provide copies of all nefotiatedreAmdchecks.
In response, CRC deimmsliatBdroat $22,900 was torn permissible souroes and $9,292
was reftmded; leaving oriy $100 unresolved. (For more detail, see p. 5)

Finding 2* Receipt of Kmmlve Contribntioni
A review of contributions ftamindivkn^
potential excess! vecontribatiooj. Of thU amount $46,989 was refunded, however the
refunds were not timely. The Audit staff recommended CRC demonstrate that the
remaining contributions (169,219) were nor recessive; Absent such evidence, the Audit
•faff recommended CRC send notices to the contribuloninfloaiimgthemofthe

excessive portion. Vmycoittribittncouldiiotbploafl^
not negotiant by the contributor^
contributions be peid to the United Stales Treasury. In icsponse, CRC described the .
procedures implonented to ensure coiqriiaDce with contribution 1U^
none of the recommended actions. (For more detail, see p. 7)

Findings. Failure to Maintain Receipt Documentation
A sample review of contributions from indfridusli in eraas of $50 indicated ft* 38%
rifhfir could not be assfffiitril with copies of onnnritrntigp Tliftiilip flf lncPf*^ the PtTfiisiy
records. The Audit staff reoofmnended CRC provkfe the nrissui^
comments Jt may have relative to this matter. In response, CRC stated that the camptifn

ould not match contributions to copies of checks. (Formoredetai]v«eep. 10)

Finding 4. Faflnre to Disclose Occupation and Name of
Enplojer
Qmtributkms from indivkfaaU were review^ Poritemund
contributions, the review indicated that ORC ttfe0 to disclose the occuf^
nan»ortheemployerfor30%ofthecontribatioiis. Therewasnodocumenttrionto

BlDUjtOfwim
mfonnation* The Audit staff iwonBBMdedCXCdsnooitntew
or contact each comibntor for
reixxtstodisckiseaiiyinfoanitionobtfiiied. fa response, ORC filed amalded repo
disclosmgthe mffffissiy rmitiibtitor infnrmsrlon. <pDrmoredetaa.aeep.il)



Flndlnf B» FftttnvB to DtodoM DUbunmont Information
A sample review of operating expoicBturet ievtaledthtfCRCfifledtt>dick)iethe
vendor addren for 41% of the iterni tMtod. A majority of the

ntained on vendor invoioei found in CRCifikt. Inie^xxne,
leportt. (Formoredeaul,Mep. 13)

o
in
in
»H
CD

o
o

I
I

«f



Part IV
Findings and Recommendations

| Finding 1. Receipt of ProhJMtedContrilmtion»

dlisbiUty companies (LLCs)snds
corporate enttttet totaling $63.195. CRC refunded $30^03 ctf the cootributioiis, leaving

XbB Audit Btafff
that CRC provide documentation demonsdMiiig the oontdbi^oiit were not finom
prohibited lonnes or reftind $32,292 and provide copies of an nefodatod refund checki.

CBC AuuoMtiite that $22#X) was ftom permissible sources and $9,292
wai refunded; leaving only $100 unresolved.

A. Receipt of IVohUrftedGmtrilMitta Candidates and
coounineef may not accept contribution! On the fonn of money, in-ldnd oontribodons or
Ions):

1. to the name of anothcii or
2. Rrom the treaiury fundi of the foUowing inhibited

coipontion, an inoHporated membership oc^^
FBtive);

• Ubor Organizations;

PadenJ Oovenunent Contiactoo preluding pailneiBhipa, indivMuala, and
praprieton who have contncti with the fedanl fo verament); and
Fofrign National! Cniclucn^hiaviduab who are i^
l^^^&afllMA ^^B^^kJAA^k^ ^^^ ^k^k^^^^i^K^^BA -- • -- * -* ----- ^^^^J^^M ^^lawiuiiy aomnao IDT pennaneni naMonoBt nxvgn f
political pediei; i
yoopawhoae principal place of buiineei fa hi a foreign coantty.ai defined fa

2UJ5.CH441b.441c,441e.and441f.

B. IMhrittnorLWMIJdMliyGo^pnqr. A limited liability company (LLC) ii a
buaiaeas entity reoogntied ai an LLC under the law§ oflheitatoinwUchitwai

11 CPR |110.1(gXl).

A contribution
bom an LLC it Nityect to contribution limttiandprohibltioni
fSKton, aa explained below:

1. UjCMPMtnenMp. Thecontrfbitfoniic^
partnenh^ if the LLC chooan to be treated aa a pntaenhip under brtenal
Revenue Service (IRS) tax roka, or if it makes no choice at afl Boutin tax «atui.



A partnership contribution may IKX exceed $2^^
it mint be attributed to each lawful partner. llCFRfliai(a),(b),(e)and(gX2).

2. LLC as Corporation. The contribution
end is barred under the Act—if the LLC chooaea to be treated at a corporation
uixieTlRSrulet,oriftashannaretradedpubUcly. HCHt|110.1(gX3X

3. LLC with Singfe Member. The ttntributta
tingle individual if the II£ta a ito|̂ ^
treated u a corporation under IRS rales. 110*1110.1(0(4).

id Anal
The Audit staff determined mat GRC received $63,195 in epparaft prohibited
contributions. The contribution were iccdved DOT lunM
corporate entities. CRCreftincled$20^03ofthepfohibitedoonaibutions,a
refunds won not made timely.

UnMUdnWyCompMrittaiepera^
however, tt is the lesponsibfflty of the IlJC to arto No documentation
regBfdmgtliepermiasibffltyoflheco^
review. Wimrespea to the contribuoais received from tea
the Audit staff verified the corporate status with the Louisiana Office of the Secretary of
State. TI* prohibited coninlttxxtt were n^
GRC mataitained aufHeJent funds ID make the neceasacy icfunds*

At the exit conference, the Audit staff praaehtodCRC with a achediile of tfie apparent
prahibited contributions. In response to their questions, the Audit staff advised CRC of

ion iBQuiiod fioBB ttie LUCs* Subaeoiioot to the oxit ooniBienoBi CRC
refunded an addMonel SlOlSQO end provided oopiei of refundachecki (ftont only).

The Aotititaffiecoxiiiiieiiott that CRC
contributioM, totaling $3Z292<$63f195 - $20403 - $10̂ , w« not from prohibited
•oureei, AbaeottnchdeuKJiiiaatio^CRCwai to irfund $32,292 a^
o\e negotiated refund cbecki. AddltioiiiUy.itwMieooiiiDieDdedllitt

|$10,500, lupporttag die refundi made
•ubaeqoetttouteexitcofirefBnoe. tffundi were not available to nadn the neceatary

(pebuandObtt§^ou)iBtUftaiidsbecaa^

m response to the interim audit report, CRCooittBlodooiilifbMonbyfB^taMor
- • • ^— J^A_^^Bl__ If oL^ ̂ ^^*^^^ l̂*^mm ^^^a^ J^k^_ ^i^^^^J^alkl^ ' "^IBiepiiooe to QBUxDniB nr niBcuuuioynoni wemnMnpcnnuaHiiD

offunda. AiareioltcfitteffortCre<V*no^
WM ftooi penHJeribie aouicea; $9(292 WM fkon iinpenniBBlble eomoeB; leajvhig only
SlOOunreaolved. GRC provided ooptai of bank
cupporting refundi totaling $19.792 09,292+$10500).



I Finding 2. Receipt of BrceMtve CootrflmtioM

A review of <x»tributions from indivi^^
potential excesdve contributions. Of thUamoum $46^ was refunded, however the
refunds were not timely. The Audit staff recommended CRCdemonstf^
remaining contributions 969,219) were not excessive. Abaeot such evidence, the Audit
staff recommeixledCRC send notices to the confc^^

redflsia^stifii/tasltftiffirtfln flf thefrTOiitribylkins and offer a refr'Mi flf the
excessive portion. ffnyconlribiiianttNU
not negociiited by the connibuton, it was leccmraeiidedu^theiumofthoieexcenive
conolbiitiombepddtotlieUhilBdSliiBiTta^ uieepoiife,CRC described the
procedures uiipleiiientBd to ensure compti^^
none of me lecommended sctions.

A. AuthorisMCominlttee Limits: An authorized commitlee may not receive more
thanatouUof$2.000pcrek«k»fromanyonepeison. 2U.S.C.|441a(aXlXA)andn
CPR§110.1(a)and(b).

B. Handling Contributions That Appear Eju^aslre. If a commitlee receives a
contribution that appeais to be excessive, the ccmmitsee must either

• ReUttB the qjuestionable contribution to the donor; or
• Deposit the contribution and keep enough money on hand to cover all potential

refunds until the legality of the contribution Is estaMishgd. HCFRfl03.3(bX3)
and (4).

mother contributor as explained below.

Contrflmtkms. The cominitteeinay ask the contributor
to redesignate the excess portion of the contribuom (or use m another etoctkm.

• The committee must, within 60 daysofieceiptofthecDOtiibadon,oDtamai^
letam a signed redesiguftmletlffwhto
the excessive portion may be requested; or

• Refund the excessive amount 11 OK ff U0.10>X5). 110.10X9) and
1033<bX3).

Notwithstandiiig me above, when an aim^ori^
u iroi

presumpd vely redesignate the excessive portion tote floral election if the

• Is made before that candidate's primary election;
• Is not designated in writh^ ibr a pa^nlariilBrrton;
• Would be excessive if treated at a primary election contribution; Hid



• Asreo^gnated,<toeiiKrtcai»thecoiitributc*to
limit

Abo, the committee any presumptively redaipiated the exoenive portion of tgraenl
dectioncotitribytk»b«cktothopriinaiyelec^
exceed the committee's primary net debt petition.

Th* flMmfii

60 days of the treasurer's reoeipC of the ocxmiliiitkm and mint offor the contributor the
opdon to receive •nAndtaimNL R)r this action to be valid, the oooiiiiitieeintmietii
copies of the notices sent. llCTR|110.1<bXSXUXB) A (Q and 0X4)01).

D. lUattrltmtloBofirrrMsiveConDHImtkMis. When an
SBie*C8artfett»tiiDiBflot^
intended to be a Joint contribution from more than one person.

• The committee must, withta ft days of receipt of the contribution
retain a reattribution letter sitped by aUamtributon; or

• Refund the excessive contifiiution. 11 CFR §§110.1000), 110.10X3) and
1033(bX3).

Notwithstanding the above, any exoessiveconoibiition that was made on a written
instrument that is imprinted with the itannrfniorethnromdividiialaiay
among Itemdlvkmals listed unless mstractedc)Chei^ The

Ofliowtheoontribiitionwasamibuted;Bnd
That the contributor may instead reqiieat a refund of the excessive amount. 11
GFR§liai(IX3XMXB).

is action to be valid, the commitleemimietamc^^ 11 CFR
§110.10X4)01).

A oiMtuibuiton
shall be considered to be dedf^stedmwrWi^tbraparticaiuffetoctionif.

• TtoooniiibutkmiBiiBs^
which clearly indicaiBS the psfltoilveiectirawfoittperttowhta
contribution la made;

• llie contribution U accompanied by writing, tigned by tte
deariy indicated the paiticW election with respect to whk* the c<)m^

11GR §110.1(bX4)0) and (U).

F. AdTiwry Oplnloa 1590̂ 0. mu^acrvisoryopm^
printed ion

•implied by the soliciting cocnmitlBe that deariy states the election to whk^
ribotion wffl be applied, provkbd that the coiitribuCor situ DK (ban sn^

I COIilllDUOUU.

ATWOMHT-



The Audit stiff determined dm CRC received $116.208.in potentially excessive
contributions. AUeroestive contributions were reed ved before the prima^
CRC designated the excessive potions ID the general election aid subsequent run-off
election baaed onto opinion concerning the contribution'intent, ft rirould be noted that
the Candidate was not in the nm-off election.

Included with etch fotidtation WM a "fret feet," that infbnned the contributor that the
contribution Umitation was $2,000 per individual per election and provided the dates of
the primary, genend and ruHtf elections. Tlie fact sheet also contained the foltowhig
statement! ~inis win allow an individual donor to make a contribution of $6\000 before
Augurt6.2004/dengMtiiii$2^ The fist sheet
pro videdsoeM for ute required contributor
pcovided space for the contributor's signature, ft it CRCs opinion that the (act sheet was
an implicit designation by the contributor.

The Audit staff analyzed 37 fact sheets made available for the excessive contributors.
The contributor's name on 12 of the fact sheets is oonplfllDd in • cursive writing snd
printed on the remaining 23 fact ibeets. When comparing the cursive writing of the
contributor's name to the contributor's contribitfcaidiecbttissppaiatttiiattlie
ocmributtv did not comifeiB the nanB section onto PUrthcr, based on the
writing on the fact sheets it appeals that the 37 fact sheets may have been completed by a
UmitodnumberofindivkiuaU. IfftUdeienniiiedu^theinfonn^
fact iheet was not completed by the contributor, the contribute
designated to the general and/or nm-bff elections; but nther excessive primary election
contributions.

As previously itatedCRCrefunded$46^89,3 If the-exce^ve portion of the lefunded
contributions were property detignated to tteiunKtfelectkmbytiiecoiilribukn.CRC
had60daysihmithedateofthefBiiendelecD^tomalBtto Given that the
refunds were made Aortiy after the general election they would be timely. However, if
the refunded contributions ware not pfopeny designated to me nsMm election by the
contributor, the refunds were required to be inadewilhhi 60 days of receipt of the
contribution and therefore, would not be timely.

The excessive contributions were not deposited into a separate bank
maintained suffldBttfuaofr to B^^ This matter. wM
the exit conference. CRC was provided a schedule of the exoessive contributions. CRC

M (11CPR1100^X4X0)

TBJI
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The Aiidte staff leconmeiided CRC prov^
contributioas were me excenive. SochevkfeaceihoakiinchMfe copies of any ftetshe^
thtt were not BUKbavrilableduiuigte
die con tribra emend the tafbra^^ Abeent such evidence, it wai

1 that CRC send notices ID the confributon mfbnnmgtheinofthe
IgnationJnalliibution of theircoiitributkiuaixiorleraitfuiKiofte

excessive portion. to notices eeot to contributon, CRC WM to p^^
notice and evidence that it was sent Absem a leqiieit for a refold by the contributor,

CO these iiolioeswoiild avoid the need for a refund. If any contributon could not be located,
or if any refuiid check was nc4iieiodaied by the contributon ttt^

CD _ . ___. __> .̂ -.rg III response to die interim audit report CRC stated:

"Ai part tf the initial fumirais^fw
be able to collect funds fSram contributon that were within die guidelines
forcontribtitionh^tatMMonaperelectkmcyde CRCpanonnel

al cofldib^
by dan and asked them to acknowledge this when making a contribution
in exceascifthe$2X)OOelectioiicycte limit OtCinaintBiiiedextnbank'
accounts to acconiniod^dngle check contributions m
CRC continued, "When dris entire issue Is kwkedM from beginning to
end, no excesdve contributions were Detained by CRC Dononwere
notified in advance about the hnitatkNis. they were loitfiidyofleied the
na sheet to fm out and die thMcycteamowits were refl^^ CRC reels

was to beraccmpliaiice with d» tate^ .

CRC has not complied with die tecoininendatiofissetfcrmindiemterimandUre^
CRC neidier provided copies of nasheeu that were iwt a vaflablediiring the audit or
d^Donstnted that die contiibutDn conBleted the lunMiuatton on the fact .sheets that were
available. Absent the above, CRC could have provided copies of pfwumptive
ledestgnaooA/reattiiDuiion jetters sent 10 each 4t4kkhILuiM»

I FbuHnfl 3. Failure to Maintain Receipt Docmnentatton |

A Mnpto review of contribution torn too^^
either could not be associated with copkM of cailribiitionchecbcrlack^ the necessary
«KC«a .̂ The Aiidit staff lecommendedCA
cooinwnls it may have relative to tills niatter. Iniesp^nse,CRCsatt^diatthecaaipaign
copied and nisintained MO%cjfoontribulOf checks and could not umlnistandwhy the



11

A. Retotfton of Check Copfct tocontributkmiincwessof$50,coniidttect^ait
maintain a photocopy or digital imp of the check or written instalment. 11 CFR
1102.900(4)

B. Protnrlnf Dommmtii GomuiiUMBnwimafYBtlieBenco^
report it filed. 2US.C.|432(d)

ftoot* and Au
A sample review of omtribrionsfra

other written ixtftmnients. However, OtCichetAic^te wore not c«iniiaed by depc«it
orinanotiierdiKeraabfeorder. Bri^
entities were not attached to •
the contributor fi
• •pedflccootrftwtor. ItaeunMndMedcliBclBi could expbdn tome of the record! out
could not be located.4 Mofthecheck<npieiweieieviewcd(cf prc^i^
(See Hndbigl. above)

TheAuoltsttffdiKUMedthism^lerwithCRCattheexitcoiil^^ CRC
ftpretentatives offered to and the boxes of ccfltribotorchecki to the Audit stiff;
however, the record* contained in the bow h*d been reviewed in the fickL

Interim Audit RaporC Reooau
The Audit itaff roconmiended CRC ptovide the ateing leoanboranyooiiiiMntiitiiiay
hmmielative to this matter. In retpoiM to the interim audit ieport.GircitaM
contributor checki were copied and maintaiiied. CRC stated two DOKM of theaecopiei

de available for inspection
Therefore, CRC is at a loss as to why the auditors could not match contributions to copies
nt «L • iiL •OT GDBGU*

AapnsvioiBdyatajM^iiMnycopiMrf

specific oontdbutor. ThUHUyexplamt why aoinesampfe items appear to Utfk the
required documentation. The Audit staff accepts CRCs position that in records were
materially complete.

Finding 4. Failure to Maolote Occupation and Name of

Foritemiied
the leiriaw taolc^

4 1« Jii— MMfc fi»nHBim |Bi

DC
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nwi»ofthecniploycrfbr30%ofthecootributioni. There was no documentation to
tadicateCRCiised beat efforts to obtain^
information. The Auft stiff lecommeodedCRCden^
or contact each cootributor for whom the naojnfa^infbnnadQfiUnilBaing and amend iti
itportstodisdoBBSiiyliifbnnationo^ In response, CRC filed amended reports
disclosing the necessary

A. tonvMIafonnmlliiB^ Contrite^ For each
contribution fhn an individual the comoiin^

Itocoittributor'sfuUiiaineaiid address (u^^
The oontributor*s occupation and the iiame of Us or her employer;
The date of receipt (the date the comnrifleoMOBivedtheoontiibutton);

^JK Knfi

The election cyde-40-oto total of aO contr^^ 11
CFR 11100.12 and 1043(aX4) and 2 V3.C. |434(bX3XA).

B> Beit Effort! Knaaunai GaflDuaiicei When die tnannvr of a political commitlBe
thowi that the committBe naed beat eflbiti (aee below) to obtahumataod^ and submit
thetafbnnationitquiiedbytheAc^
considered in compliance with the Act 2 U .̂C. H32(hX2Xi),

^^s> ^9fllU.ullOII QB awCsU avDOaTlî  ^^HB vVDHsvUnVnT flOfl fllfi COOBBBttttBO Vfttl D6 OOD8lflfl0BQ 80
have used **best efforts'* if theconsfldtJseaaHsliedaUof thelbil^^

• AM written soiicitatioM for contributicnsi^
, maUing address, occupation,

o The statement nSat such reporting is lequiied by Fed^
• Withte 30 days after fheieceipt of the co^

, the treasorer made at toast one oflbrt to obtain the missing

• The treasurer reported any conttibtttor Infoiuiaiinn matt almough not initially
provided by the contributor, was obtained in a, follow up convninilcation or was

--_• • J— «L_ ^LB^B^nl*A^^I« ^—...̂ ^^^ ^^_ ̂ _ ^^A^^ ̂ ——**^^ ttLMjt Ab^ 4Uk^M«klMMA JBI^tfl^S^w^v^Bn^HM •^l MI^H •^^•M^nUM^^^H B MB^^^HUM CBr m MKUBT KHUBvU KlUBv UHS EK^IBIIUHKM^^B MM^^^^k^ •̂••••̂ iB^V îV ••• WB^^P ^FVPIBflBMBMV^^B' W •̂ •̂'̂ •̂̂ ^^ ^^B ••• ••••MPB Bj^nnPBJW *••••• ^H^^ ^P^^HBBHBHBW^^^^ »«^^p^^

during the same two-year election cycle.. 11 CFR |104.7(b).

Asampteicnrfewofitemiiedcoiitributtonsfhjmn^
disclose me contributor'i occupatkwand/orwuiie of employee lor 30% of the tested
contribudoni. In some tastanoos, the missing infbnnstfon was f«^^
response canlsocfitained to CRC'sieooids. For the icinairengccntrihuticas that were
miasmg tafbnnatkm. than was no docoinentatkn available to demonatratel^
best eflom to obtain, matotata and submft the taf

TliUmattorwasolsciissedaitneeadtcCTifBgp^
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Interim Audit Report ̂ trnnnp^^Til^iMi •*"* Committee Response
The Audit staff recommended CRCirovidedocum
AM r>j»iml» _i»mt«»i»tBi MOM! anWiB f̂t •!•« ^̂ MM«|̂ K*| ̂ î ^^JLa^k^^ 1_4_.^^__^__. •— _^B_^ î »_^
ID UIMUIk DuuiUHBii MIU MIOBDt DIB IBDUDBO vQHulOlHOr IHroniUBOlli VB ̂ DIHD Btt OuDR BD

contact thoM individuaU for whom the required tnfoanttUmwMmbdiig, provido
documpmatk»ofiuchefliDiti(tuchiioo^oflett«
k)gi)T and file amended repoitt to diackMe any infonn^^ In
leapniw to te interim audit lepot, aDHnM
the mitring diacloauie infonnation.

I Finding 8. Fmflnre to Disclose Dlsbmement Information I

ipyfew of operating expendtturei revealed that CRCfirikd to
vendofaddreMfcr41%orteitamaiBBlBd. A majority of the imuingi

ntained on voider invoioM found in CRCifika. In ieaponae,CRC filed amended

WhenopentfaigexpendituiMtothesanieperaon
$200 in an electkn cycle, tteooinmitlee mint import the: .

• Amount;
• Date when the expenditnrei were made;
• Name and addrew of the payee; and
• Pinpoae(abiicfdeecriptionofwhytheofcb^ 11CFR

|104.3(bX4Xi).

d Aneljele
Rom our lampk review of expeiidituiw, the Audit inffdetennii^
41% of the itemized disbunementsdki not disdoae the v^^ However, .
approjdmatdy9»%oftheiniaiuigaddreiieiwBre

Thia matter waidiiciaaed at the eadtconfetence,Ca^

Interim Audit Report Reeommeadatkm end Committee Reeponee
mreapoiae to me interim audt report, OTC filed M
corrected the public recorl


